———— 
— — . — ——— 


| 


id now” 
2 


W * 
: 
* - 
— — 
# FL. 
a; of 


* — 


4 ® 


4 k 
1 
* . 
* 
. 
* 
„* * 
— 
x * 
9 = 
1 
2 
\ 
* * 


7 
* 4 - 
a 
. 
7 
-> 
- % © 
+ 
3 
"&' * 


6, 


1 Conix rn xi. 36 
For as often as ye eat this fracd, on 


"drink this cup, ye do ſbew rhe Lend, 5 
. Heath zill he come, MY 


TT is a complaint of ſome ning in the 
_ chriſtian church, that what aur bleſſed 
Sayiour deſigned to be as it were the bond 
— union among all his diſciples, is become 
through envy of the devil) the ſerd of diſſen. 
tian; and that, which was originally intended 
for a public e del een of our agreement in 
one; common faitli, is by a ſtrange pervertion 
made the ditinguiſhing badge of tome par- 
ticular per ſuafion ; an luis of diſcord; 
and the fruitful ſource of Ariſt and debates : 
and that not through any obſcurity which 
layeth upon the face of the ordinance itſelf, 
which, to thoſe who are content ta be with 
not above what is written, is plain and caſy 
to be underſtood; but partly through extreme 
ignorance on one ſide, land letterrd on 
other, it had bern involved in the utmoſt 
obſcurity and darknels ; and ſuch ſtrange nor 
tions were grafted. thereupon, as made it ne- 


W e ede eee eee 


| % Afi ox 1 25 The 
ie N. Accouxr, page 5 firſt edition, 
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64) 
* The Lord's Supper being an inſtitution of 
* Chriſt himſelf, and not of any of their fel- 
© low chriſtians, they muſt ſeek in hs words, 
and the declarations of his Apoſtles, for all 


* that 1s contained in it, or can "bo neceſſary 
* toward a due pang of it. 


But as if the recalling men back to Serip= 
ture, and exhorting them from thence only to 
take their notions of a ſcripture duty, were in 
and of itſelf a grievous crime, a monſtrous 
outcry was immediately raiſed againſt "THE 
AvTHoR, and the preſs ſwarmed with A 


fwers (as they were called) to his PAIN and 
uſeful AccounT of the nature and end of 
the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper.” Not one 
of which (ſo well as I remember) that had 
the leaſt ſhadow of argument in it, went with- 
out a full or ſufficient reply : and by this 
means the controverſy was drawn out to à 
conſiderable ' length. But it is now near 
twenty years ſince the great Author was left 
in full poſſeſſion of every argument he had 
cried uſe — the ſeveral cavils againſt his book 
having bern ally anſwered, and thoroughly 
confuted. . 


Though the fame leaven Rill condening . to 
work, hath lately burſt forth through a'cele- 
| brated auriter, famous for his love of paradox, 
and groſs abuſe of every one that differs from 
him, or that he is pleaſed to differ from, in 
matters of mere ſpeculative opinion only ; ad | 

Fine Am 4 11 © Wh 


with a peculia? v #ideneſs of exprefſion, and + 
ahſurdity of argumentation, he hath charg 
the Author of the Plain Accotint with, in 
manner, wholly miſtaking the nature and end 
of the Lord's Supper ; the deſign of which, 
according to'this:G'oriarw in learning and 
ſcience, is not ſo much the ſolemn and re- 
ligious remembrance of Chriſt and of his 
death (as the EvanGeLIsTs and St. PAUL 
deſcribe it tobe) as it is, that we may feaft 
upon the ſacrifice ꝙ the croſs, and thereby have 
all the | benefits , 'Chrif's deatb and paſſion 
>, Wk YN AP Dt, PTS ont conveyed 
nn nnn 35. 844. 333 (AVE 
* One would wonder by what farce of invention the 
Author of the Plain Account was enabled to deduce this 
concluſion, [that the religious remembrance of Chriſt, and 
of his death, was the end of the Lord's Supper. ]. But 
we often ſec, that. where force is nude a liitle matter 
of addreſs will ſupply: its place. The fourth pr ogoliding 
worked the machine as he would have it, &c. WFarbur- 
ton's Sermons, vol. il p. n 
. lie hach taken. away its ſpecific nature, and left ft 
nothing but its generic, He hath excluded the idea of 
feaſt after the Jatrifice, and confined vs to the notion © 
a mete membrial,: or remembrance. Id. ibid; p. 844. 
The very reverſe of which js true; for ſuppoſing for 
argument's ſake, that our Lord deſigned this Sacrament 
to be an exact See, to the ow Supper in every "eh 
ticular thriughout, yet it will by no means follow from 
thence, that the idea of * the ſacrifice (as he 
calls it) was the ſpecific nature of this ſervice, becauſe that 
was common to the Paſchal Supper with 12 other ſup⸗ 
per, which was at any time eaten within the walls of Je- 
rufalenr: and thereſore this was really its generic nature 
(if we muſt talk im ſuch affected language) whereas its - 
ſpecific. nature conſiſted in this, that it was eaten in me- 
mory, &c. &c, reds 0 1 N 
1 Ja. ib lu. py 52. 
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ever read the holy Scriptures with any toler- 


ſented to be, is alone a ſufficient confatation 


(6) 


conv eyed to us; or, as he expteſſes it elſe 
Ke wa that we may * thereby receive the. al 
of pardon, and be OO 1 . A in. 
beritanfte. 7 20:08 

$87) 10 


The bare enen of Which x thoſe, who 


able ſhare of — or, know what nd of 
facrifice that of the CRoss is therein repre» 


of it: for the Scriptures' inform us, + That 
the Lord Jeſus the ſame night in which be wat 
betrayed, took bread, and when he had given 
thanks he brake it, and ſaid, J. ake, eat ; this 
is my body, which is bro for + you : this 40 in 
REMEMBRANCE of me. After the ſame __ 
atfo he took the cup, when be bad ſupped. 
ing, This cup ts t New Teflament "i in my b 
this do ye, as off as ye drink it, in ITE 
BRANCE of me. keel after which the 
A ſubjoins, by way of explanation of the 
whole, the words of the Text, For as often 
as ye eat this bread, and drink. this cup, Je ye. d 
Mew the Lord's s death till be come. 249 


Which Wen appear to me ſo plein and 
clear, as not to ſtand in need of any comment; 
and the whole meaning of them is fully ex- 
preſſed in that anſwer of our Church Cate. 
chiſm to this queſtion, I by was the Sacrament 
of the Lord's Supper ordained ?' viz. For” the 

ac nit of continual 


* Warburton, ibid. p, 103. +4 I Gor xd. 23, 
24, 25» | 


* 
1 
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4 
continual remembrance of the ſacrifice of the 
death of Chriſt, and of the benefits which we re- 
ceive thereby, It was not, that we might 


feaſt upon that ſacrifice, or have the — 


thereof conveyed to us by this holy Rite; but 
that we ſhould be. continually ' reminded of 


both. Or in other words: it was ordained 


on, but the commemora- 
tion of the Sacrifice of the Croſs, and of the 
benefits thence ariſing to the Church of God. 


not for the participats 


But ſaith this acute diſcerner, * © We ſee 
© in the very form of celebration all the marks 
© of a ſacrificial ſupper.” As he hath not 
vouchſafed to tell us what thoſe marks are, 
which diſtinguiſh a ſacriicial from any other 
ſupper, and as we have only his bare word 
for the aſſertion, without any ſort of proof to 
ſupport it, we muſt content ourſelves, for the 
preſent, with fimply denying it, and paſs of 
to another aſſertion of his, which through the 


violence of his oppofition to the PLain Ac- 


COUNT he hath blundered out in direct con- 
tradition to the ſacred WorD or Goo. 


Theſe are his words: + —— In thoſe 
© ages of the world, when victims made ſo 
© great a part of the religion both of Fews and 
© Gentiles, the ſacrifice was always followed 
by a religious feaſting on the thing offered. 
[From whence he would infer, that fince the 
death of CHRIST was a ſacrifice, it mult ne- 

* Warburton, ibid. p. 44 I. ibid. p. 43. 
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cefſarily be feafted on by us.] Whethet ho 
be right or no in this aſſertion, we ſhall ſee 
preſently: for LEVITIcus vi. 30. we read, 
No SIN-OFFERING, whereof any of the blood 
ts brought into the tabernacle, to reconcile with= 
al, SHALL BE EATEN. - And HEBREW«Sö Xii. 
I, 12. we read, The bodies of thoſe beaſts; 
whoſe blacd is brought into the Sanctuary, by 
the High Prięſt for Sin, are burnt without the 
camp. , herefore Jeſus alſo, that he might 
fanttify the people with his own blood, ſuffered 
without. the gate, From which two paſſages 
of Scripture, thus placed together, it appears 
beyond all poſſibility of doubt or contradic- 
tion, that the death of CHRIST was a ſacri- 
fice of that kind, which by the law of God 
was expreſsly forbidden 7 feaſted 18 


Not to take notice of the extreme W 
in the law of Moss, which this Demonſtra- 
tor of bis Divine Legation hath herein be- 
h * For no part of any in. offering, or 

treſpaſs 
® T vii. 7. Solenne eſt Barnab»z — cum Judai- 

eum aliquem ritum propoſuerit, & ad redemptionis noſtræ 
myſterĩium deduxerit, tractationem particularem reſumere. 
Hic ergo obſervat Sacerdotem, cum de Sacrificio come- 
deret, adumbriſſe Dominicam paſſionem non pro ws, 
| fed aliorum peccatis toleratam:; cum univerſalis fit re 

neminem comedere de — exptatorio, pro peccatis » 

& proprio frui ſcelere. N ot. ad Barnab. Epiſt. p. 21. 
Edit. Antwerp. 1700. 

Ex Sacrificio pacifico pars ſuper altaribus adolebatur, 
pars à Sacerdotibus comedebatur & reliquum a Domino: 
ex hoſtia antem piaculari, tum ex hoſtia pro delicto nibil 


quidquam: comedebat Dominus, &c, Abarb, Exord. Com- 
ment. in Levit. A 


7 7 1 


Rid 
treſpaſi-offering, which was offered to make 
atonement, or procure pardon of their offences 
to the offerers, ever came to the uſe of boſe, 
in whoſe behalf it was offered ; but was entirely 
given to God, and #ebolly conſumed in his 
ſervice. If the offerer was a /ay-man, it was 
partly burnt upon the altar, and partly eaten 
by the Prieſts, as being God's * houſhold 
family and fervants, and therefore to be main- 
tained out of his goods, and as it were at his 
expence : if the offerer was a Prieft himdelf, 
or the whole body of the congregation, it 
was to be entirely burnt. And the reaſon of 
this is plain and evident; becauſe had zheſe 
ſacrifices been permitted to be feafted on b 
thoſe, - in whoſe behalf they were offered, it 
could be looked upon as no other, I than a 
rejoicing over their iniquity, and making merry 
with their ſins, © The hich indecency and 

e its 23088 12 3 4 
* gacerdotes admiſionis interioris famuli, Spencer de 
Legib. Heb. lib. iii. Fuerunt primarii Dei Miniſtri, & 
illius quaſi ſumptibus ſuſtentati. Qui cum Dei famuli 
eſſent, par erat, ut ejus quaſi ſumptibus alerentur. Id. 
ibid. Sacerdotibus, ut famulitio Dei, viſceratio quzdam 
præbenda fuit. . Outram de Sacrif. | 
+ Levit. iv. Piaculorum, * ab univerſo cætu fie- 
bant, omnium communis era iſta lex, ut igni cremaren- 
tur. Abarb. ubi ſupra, | 
t Hinc cautum ne quis ea victima veſceretur, quam 
pro piaculo faciebat Id quod a GRoT10 obſervatum 
eſt de ſacris ſalutaribus diſſerente. De his inquit licebat 
poſt effuſum ſanguinem privatis, qui obtulerant, eorum- 
que uxoribus ac liberis epulari —— Id in oblatiohe ſimilæ 
non licebat —— Nec in vidtimis pro peccato, ac delifto, 
ne de culpa lztarentur. Outram de Sacrif. 


WE. 
abomination of which is too glaring, to need 
one word more to be ſaid about it. 


Feaſts indeed upon ſacrifices were very fre- 
juent and familia, e the oY 
1 3 of; but then the e len feaſted upon 
were of a very different kind from that, which 
the ſacrifice of the Croſs is in the Scriptures 
repreſented to be ; for this is therein ſet forth 
as SUCH à ſacrifice for ſin (of ſin- offering] as 
by an expreſs law was or bidden to be feaſted 
upon, as I have juſt now ſhewn ye: and the 
ONLY ſacrifices permitted to be feaſted on by 
thoſe, in whoſe behalf they were offered,” were 
what are called PracR-OFEERIxGs, by which 
no expiation of any ſort was deſigned, no atone- 
ment was intended to be made, no pardon. of 
offences procured to the offerers: but they 
were * common acts only of religious worſhip 
and homage, whereby they did acknowledge 
the Lord for their God; in like manner as 
vocal prayer and praiſe now are, which have 
ſucceeded to the material oblations of victims 
on the Altar. 1 | 


And to come cloſer to the point we ate 
upon: Þ the ſprinkling of the blood upon the 
altar 

.  ® Sacrificia pacifica ſancta levia, Maimonides, More 
Newvochim. | dad e , 
I Levit. iii. Eorum autem, quæ & oblata, & ritu 
ſacro conſumpta erant — Alia erant ex inanimis, alia au- 
tem ex animantibus, omnia fere ex eis lecta, quæ in 


(rr) 
altar round about, and &urning the fat of the 
cawl, and of the inwards and kidneys, with 
all the fat which was on them, and other cere- 
monies uſed in the oblation of all Peace-of- 
ferings, which were the any kind of ſacrifices 
permitted to be feafted on by the people, was 
exactly the ſame kind of religious ſervice, i. e. 
it was of the fame intention, as ſaying Grace 
= we call it) before meat, is naw among us. 
t was no other, than a kind of ſanification 
of the feaſt, and a virtual acknowledgment, 
that God was the author and giver of all good 
things, of whoſe bounty they were going then 
to partake in their feaſts, or entertainments, or 
meals; for this withal is to be noted, that 
Feaſting upon the Sacrifice does not always im- 
ply the having a large or elegant entertainment 
for a number of perſons, but even their com- 
mon meals, which they eat for their daily ſuſte- 
nance, were to be thus ſanctified by the ob- 


tion of the blood and fat unn the altar, 
Accordingly, while the people of Ifrael ſo- 


journed in the wilderneſs, and the tabernacle 
of the congregation was at no very great diſ- 
tance from any part of the camp, * they were 
| wil {ei no 

humano victu erant. Quippe quæ fibi Deus dari voluit, 
ut eorum Domino ac Datori, quæ ad vitam ſuſtinendam 
pertinent. Outram, p. 84. . W — 

* Levit. xvii, Quoniam ſacra ſalutaria ab ipfis offer- 
entibus ad ſacras epulas adhibita erant, Zebachim quoque 
paſſim dicta ſunt, nempe victimæ ad conuivia caſe. 

\ : I 
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not allowed to partake of any animal food, but 
what had been thus ſancliiſied by the oblation 
of the blood, and of the fat, &c, but when 
they came to dwell in the Promiſed Land, if 
the place of their habitation was 20 far dif 
tant from the appointed place of worſhip, ſo 
that they could not ordinarily, reſort thither, 
they were permitted to partake of any clean 
food, without the obſervation of that previous 
ceremony, which was never deemed to mean 
any thing more, as I ſaid, than ſaying Grace 
does now with us; it was no other than a beg- 
ging of God to ſanctiſy that food they were 
going to partake of, to the uſes for which, he 
gave it, vig. the refreſhment; and nouriſh- 
ment of their bodily firength ; and it was a 
virtual acknowledgment, that all they en- 
Joyed flowed from his bounty and goodneſs, to 
which they ſtood indebted for all they had or. 


Qualia, dum populus in deſertis in vicinia Sanctuarii de- 
geret, toties celebranda erant convivia, quoties quis quad- 
rupedem ullam cæderet, quæ ſacrificio idonea erat; omnis 
enim pecudis ex bovillo, ovillo, caprin6que genere ibi 
cæſæ 1 in aram fundendus erat, extique in ea ado- 
lenda. Ut niſi de pecude immolati nemini planè in de- 
ſertis caro pecorina guſtanda eſſet. Id. p. 116. | 
Ea quippe veterum ſententia fuit etiam ante legem & 
Sinai datam, nec accommodatiùs commemorari, nec qui- 
dem facilius impetrari Dei gratiany potuiſſe in rebus pro- 
peris dandis elucentem, quàm rerum a Deo acoeptarum 
libatione aliqua Deo fact. Quod ipſum ſacris ſalutaribus 
— Ante legem ſacram Hebræis traditam, fieri ſolitis 
ortum dediſſe videatur. Eõque apud proſanas gentes eadem 
ſententia tandem valuit, ut, nifi pane ac vino diis libato, 
menſis accumbere nefas ducerent. Id. ibid. 


1 
were *. The like cuſtom prevailed even in 
the Gentile world, wherein it was thought un- 
lawful to eat of any ſett meal, till they had 
firſt offered a part thereof to the Gods they 


If therefore the Lord's Supper be really (as 
this celebrated writer pretends) a feaſt n the 
Sacrifice of the Croſi, it will follow that the 
death of Chriſt was no other than a Peace- 
offering, by which no ſort of atonement, 
propitiation, or expiation was effected; which 
I preſume he will ſcarce have the hardineſs to 
affirm: or if he will allow, that the death of 
Chriſt upon the Croſs was a ſacrifice for fin; 
as St. Paul aſſures us it was, then it can- 
not be feaſted on by us, becauſe mo fin-offering 
was to be eaten, or feaſted on by thoſe, in 
whoſe behalf it was offered. The ſum there- 
fore of my argument, againſt this writer's a= 

ſard notion of the Lord's Supper being a rf 


* Gentilibus familiare erat carnes edendas ritu aliquo 
Dæmoni vel Idolo conſcrare. Tis id moris erat, ut menſis 
aſſidentes partem de pane & vino ſumptam in atam — Aut 
fi ara non adeſſet, in focum aræ vice, /injicerent. Spencer 
de Leg. Heb. | f | . RT; . | 

Neque victimarum tantùm; ſed & dapum partem ali- 
quam decerpentes in ignem conjiciebant ; epulum diis ſuis 
hoc ritu conſecrantes. Id. ibi. 

Deus animalia omnia comedenda coram tabernaculo 
mactari, & eorum ſanguinem ſuper Altare ſpatgi voluit; 

adeo ut [/raelite in deſerto vredgrois, prout allæ gentes 
6d wa00drog-quotidic veſcerentur. Id. ibid, ' * 

T Heb. x. 12. 38 * HN 0 . 


\ 


(14) 2 
on the ſacrifice of the croſs, reduced to form; 
ſtands thus : | — 


1 


No ſin- offerings were permitted to be feaſt- 
= 2 by thoſe, in whoſe behalf they were 
offered. 


But the death of Chriſt on the croſs was a 
ſin- offering, offered in our behalf. | 


Therefore it cannot be feaſted on by us. 


Now as there is this obvious, clear, and 
convincing demonſtration of the falſity of this 
writer's hypotheſis, of the Lord's Supper being 
4 feaſt on the ſacrifice of the croſs, it wy be 
a matter of much wonder and ſurprize, how 
a man of common honeſty with his eyes open, 
could eſpouſe a notion, which is ſo manifeſtly 
contrary to the doctrine of the holy Scriptures, 
and in its natural conſequences ſo very deſtruc- 
tive of all true religion and godlineſs : for who 
would at any time refuſe himſelf the pleaſures 
of ſin, when he could fo cafily procure. ths 
benefits of Chriſt's death and paſſion, to be con- 
veyed to him? Or who would ſtick at tranſ- 
greſſing any of the commandments, when he 
could ſo readily obtarn the ſeal of pardon, and 
a reſtoration to his loft inheritance ? It is indeed 
a notion, that opens a wide door to all manner 
of licentiouſnett and fin; and Zherefore it is, 
that I thought it not amiſs to give ye this brief 
confutation of the very ground-work on _ 


| (15) 
he builds, leſt the bare reputation of his learn- 
ing and abilities might be the means of ſc- 
ducing any into his ſcheme : which, had it 
been a matter of mere literary diſquiſition 
only, he might have enjoyed in the utmoſt 
quiet for me, and have gone on to build one 
abſurdity upon another, till he had ſhewn in 
the face of all the. world, to his friends as 
well as foes, to his admirers as well as de- 
tractors, how very far he was from being in- 
fallible, and how juſtly reprehenfible for his 
manner of treating all who happen to difter 
from him, or that he is pleaſed to differ from, 
in matters of mere ſpeculation only, when he 
himſelf hath thus Ace blundered about a 
point of doctrine, in itſe 4 not very difficult, 
and made ſo very clear and intelligible to all 
unprejudiced minds, by that excellent perfor- 
mance THE PLAN ACCOUNT, in pure oppo- 
ſition to which he ſeems to have taken up, and 
varniſhed over this almoſt-forgotten notion of 


the feaſt on the ſacrifice. 


But, as if conſcious to himſelf of the weak- 
neſs of the cauſe he was maintaining, and that 
a little artiſice was neceſſary to prop it for a 
while, he hath all along in his diſcourſe upon 
this point, played faſt and looſe with us, and 
by conſtantly changing the terms of a feaſt 
pon, and after the ſacrifice, he ſeems to have 
intended the ſecuring his retreat in caſe of an 
attack, by flying for refuge to this pitiful 
quibble, in which there is ſomething ſo very 


mean 


\ 


616 
mean and low, as cannot but excite our u. 
moſt contempt ; for who doth not ſee at firſt 
fight, that fea/ting upon a ſacrifice, and the 
partaking of a feaſt after having offered a fa- 
crifice, may be, and actually are, very dif- 
ferent things? Becauſe every feaſt a man par- 
took of, after he had offered a ſacrifice, was 
very far from being the ſame as feaſting upon 
that ſacrifice itſelf : and as every facrifice was 
not always followed by a feaſting upon it, fo 
neither was every feaft conſtantly preceded by 
an oblation of any part thereof; for if the place 
of their habitation (as I have already obferved) 
was at a very great diſtance from the appointed 
place of worſhip, they might feat according 
fo their liking, without offering any facrifice 
upon God's Altar whatſoever, as any one may 
ſee, by conſulting the xiith chapter of the 
book of Deuteronomy. ain 


However, ſuch is the extraordinary candour 
and ingenuity of this celebrated writer, that 
he hath been pleaſed to intimate an objection, 
which he apprehended might be ſtarted againſt 
his notion of the Lord's Supper being a fe 
on the ſacrifice of the Crefs, which doth but ſtill 
more betray the ſmallneſs of his acquaintance 
with the point of doctrine he hath undertaken 
to treat of, — Theſe are his words: — © It 
is true the injunction of doing it in remem- 
© brance implies, that the celebration was to 
© be continually repeated ; which it muſt be 

98 = F752 1 

* WVarburton, ibid. p. 45. 
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owned was not the praclice in the /zaſts after 
the ſacrifice ; on which, as we ſay, this holy 
© Rite was modelled.” —— The Polctal Sup= 
per, I prefume, this author will allow to be 2 
feaſt after the” ſacrifice, and to which he hath 
told us this holy Rite bore a very near reſem- 
blance (for, faith he, it was intended to bear 
the ſame relation to the Sacrifice of the Croſs, 
which the Paſchal Supper bote to the oblation 
of the Paſchal Lamb) the Paſchal Supper, 1 
ſay, was repeated year by year continually, and 
was * commanded in the Law ſo to be. And 
all other feafts upon ſacrifice were conſtantly 
repeated ſo often, as any of that kind of ſacri- 
fice was offered, on which they were allowed 
to feaſt; which this Writer, before he had 
reſumed to dictate in the manner he hath 
pes ſhould have known were Peace-offerings 
only; the whole deſign of which was, either 
to keep up their general league of Amity with 
God (not to make atonement, or any thing like 
it) or elſe to commemorate ſome ſpecial good- 
neſs of God, ſhewn toward the offerers, and 
to thank him: for the F or ay, they 
were applied as rites of ſupplication for 
things 15 come, and bl they might Kas 
they ſtood in need of. 
Now the annual Paſchal Lamb can be ranked 
under no other than his ſpecies of facrifice, 
viz, Peace-offerings, of which Ixsus and his 
diſciples had juſt then been eating, at the very 


o 


* 'Exodus xii, 14. xiii. 10, &c. 


time 


6618) 
time of inſtituting the Lord's Supper. The 
tites of oblation, i. e. the Prieſts taking the 
blood, and pouring it out or ſprinkling it, 
and the fat with the inwards being burnt upon 
the Altar, were peculiar to that age of the 
world, and in heſe offerings was conſidered at 

that very time, as I have already ſhewn ye, 
to be no other than a * more 75 * ſanctiſi. 
cation of tlie feaſt, to which vocal prayer and 
thankſgiving now fully correſpond. —— The 
very end and deſign of the Paſchal Solemnity 
was, to keep up a perpetual memorial of that 
great mercy of God ſhewn toward the children 
of Mrael, in ſaving them from deſtruction, 
when all the firſt-born of Egypt were de- 
ſtrayed, and by that means reſcuing them 
from their bondage. This Commemoration 
they had then been celebrating ; and in con- 
formity to it our Saviour commands his dif- 
ciples to celebrate a like commemoration of 
himſelf; of his body broken, and blood ſhed fot 
their ſakes, by which ſuch a redemption would 
be wrought for them, as that, of which they 
had been celebrating the memorial, was only a 
faint type or ſhadow of. The bread they had 
been eating was conſidered as, and ca by 


Neque enim alia de causs, niſi ut comederetur, vic- 
tima Paſchalis mactabatur. Maimon, de Sacrif. Paſeh. 
And'as the ſame author' obſerves, Nulla adhibebantur iſti 
ſacrificio libamina ; therefore the materials, of which the 
Lord's Supper conſiſts, had not even any of theſe rites ac- 
. companying them at the original inſtitution, and therefore 
cannot be a feaſ? on that ſacrifice, of which they made no 
part. 5 


(rg) 


them the bread of: Affifiio, which their * 
* did eat in the land of Egypt; hereaſter 
ey were to conſider it as the figure, or re- 
ax At of their Maſter s body braten, and 
p he Wine as the "memorial of his blood ſhed for 
them and therefore it ws 0 that he. called 
them by the names of his. bod * blood) 
and this Klee they were conflantly to keep 
up, thereby, as St. Fav expreſſes it in my 
text, Shewing the Lord 5 death till be come... 


Allowing therefore what this writer faith e, 
© That the divine inſtitutor of this holy Sacra- 
* ment intended it ſhould bear the ſame rela- 
© tion to his Sacrifice on the Croſs, which the 
* Paſchal Supper bore to the oblation of 
* Paſchal Lamb, yet it will by no means fol- 
low from thence, that therefore the Lord's 
Supper muſt have the nature of a feaſt on the 
Sacrifice of the Cre, becauſe the annual Poſe 
chal Supper was no other than a MemorIAL 
of the ori 1 Paſſever, and of the benefits 
thence ariſing to the people of 1/razl, not the 
actually ſe ng that Paſſover iel: in 
like manner the Lord's Supper Now is a me- 
morial, or for the remembrance of the ſacrifice 
of the death of Chrift, and of the benefits which 
we recerve thereby, not the actually Jealling 
upon that ſacrifice itſelf, nor the 2 
ation of the beneflts thence arifing to the 
Church of God. Not to repeat what J have 
already given ye full demonſtration of, viz, 

9 that. 


* Warburton, p. 44- 


120) 
that the ſacrifice of the CG being a ſacrifiee 
for ſin, therefore cannot be feaſted on by us, in 
whoſe behalf jt was offered. - La 


But farther, —— This celebrated writer 
faith , It hath been hitherto, eſteemed; an 
_ * effential Canon of true criticiſm, that in or- 
der to form a right judgment of the pcie 
nature of any ordinance, or inſtitution. af any 
*. cient times, we ſhould have a ſpecial regard 
to the notions, manners, and cuſtoms of 
* thoſe times.” . In. purſuance of this canam of 
true criticiſm, which he ſo highly and juſtly 
approves, I have ſhewn ye, that the = fas 
crifices permitted to be feaſted on by the offerers, 
or owners of the ſacrifice, were Peace-offerings, 
+ Which were no other than. common rites of re. 
* ligious worſhip: but as the Death of Chrifi 
was not of that ſpecies of ſacrifice, therefore I 
:.. conclude in oppoſition to this writer, that the 
Lord's Supper cannot be a feaſt on this Sacri- 
fice. have ſhewn ye likewiſe, that no 
ering was ever permitted to be fenaſted an by 

hoſe, in whoſe behalf it was offered; and as 
the death of Chriſt was. a /in-offering, I con- 
clude, in purſuance of the ſame ęſential canon 
of true criliciſin, that therefore likewiſe it 
cannot be feaſted on by us, in whoſe behalf. it 
was offered. And as theſe concluſions ne- 
ceffarily ariſe in purſuance of his own maxim, 
he cannot, I preſume, find fault with that 
Ber” 1 - » method 


Ly Warburton, p. 81. : 
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1a) 
method of examination of * Dodrine, which 
I have hitherto parived; - | 


He hath been leaſed likewife to By in ano- 

ther — that This he takes to be the 
remaining queſtion [between himſelf 

s — — of the Plain — 
© they are agreetl in tion, e 
g b declared the whole of £9 | 
© be underſtood by lis laſt ſupper] viz. whether 
* the diſciples of Jeſus (as it is agreed their 
© maſter did not in expreſs terms call this Rite 
* 
; 22 the circumſtances attending 
© the inſtitution, that it was indeed of the na- 
* ture of ſuch a feaſt, — He, in a way that 
we may call peculiarly his own, ſuppoſes that 
he may fairly conclude," that the diſciples 
might, and did colledt that the daf her wur 
of the nature of feaſt upan ſacrifice; Jon the 
contrary, from a few ges of 
ture, which ſpeak of the /c ſeveral” forts of ſa- 
crifioe, and the feaſ#s upon one particutar ſpecies 

them, have (hewn ye, that this is ey 
mpofible.. Let us therefore follow him to 
another topic of argumentation, he hath been 
pleaſed to make uſe of, in order to ſupport 
this fanciful notion of a feaſt on the ſacri 

and try what we can collect of St. PAavr's 
in. this matter, who bach ccaionaly ſpoken 
pt args nme rot 2 


2 


a ſacrifice). could collect from 


in 
by 
0 
1 
bi 
| 
| 
f 
. 
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And from whom 1 doubt not ( nit i | 
appear very clearly, that the Lord's Supper is 
no other than a ſolemn and religious memorial 
of the death of CHRISTH; and bein g performed 
as ſuch, in obedience to his . — be⸗ 


comes an act of homage to him, whereby we 


do declare ourſelves his diſciples, and on 
him for our Lord and Maſter ; whom we 
this holy Rite (if we are ſincere and-Honeſt in 
our attendance upon it) declare ourſelves ready 
to obey in all things; for by doing this in re- 
membrance of him, becauſe he hath commanded 
us ſo to do, we do in effect declare our obli- 
gation, and readineſs to obey all, wha! 
He hath — nor tall we find that 
St. Paul, ever ht of the Lord's ek 
being a feaſt on — of the cr ofs, un 
we will ſuppoſe, that he eld not © poſſibly 
compare any two things together, which a0 
not tally to each other in every reſpec?, or 
that he had no notion of any ay fd litude but 
what - on all four, And this very ſup- 
fition is that mi ce argument 
which this writer n il e n f 
ner of expreſſion talks of. But let us ſee what 


8 I there is really"; in it. 


Now þ St. Paul. e of ad- 
ing the Corinthian converts from going to feaſt 
_ their heathen neighbours on what 2 
| en 


+ x Corinth, 10 Ec. 
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been ſacrificed to Idols, in the Idol Temples, 
which he judged to be no leſs than an act of 


Religious homage to, and worſhipping of the 
Idols, thoſe ſacrifices had been offered to: 
and as the medium of his argument makes 
mention of a religious feaſt they had among 
themſelves, which they partook of in obe- 
dience to the command of Ixsus CHRIS, and 
as ſuch was an act of homage to him; and that 
therefore it was a high abſurdity (as well as 
iniquity) in them, to pay the ſame outward 
veneration to an 1de/, which they were uſed 
to pay to Chriſt, And to ſtrengthen his ar- 
gument the apoſtle adds, Behold Iſrael after 
the fleſh : are not they, which eat of the ſacri- 
fices, partakers of the Altar? The true mean- 
ing of which is, that they are to be deemed 
worſhippers of that God, to whom the Altar 
was dedicated, equally with thoſe who had 
offered the ſacrifice, which (I would beg you 
to remember) could be a Peace-offering only ; 
for of ſuch alone were THE PEOPLE allow 
to eat, or to feaſt upon. | 
WEIL STS 5 But 
Enimvero ſicut communis menſa mutuam ferè indi- 
care ſolet hominum inter ſe concordiam, ita qui victimis 
veſcebantur, aræ participes cenſebantur, communique 
cum Deo mens4 uti. Quippe ara menſa Dei dicitur, 
ejuſque fructus Dei Cibus ; ita ut quos Deus aræ ſue par- 
ticipes faceret, hos ſibi amicitia quadam conjunAos eſſe 
1 Quæ eadem quoque ratio fuit, quare qui 
illa comedebant, quæ Dæmonibus immolata erant (qui 
mos profanarum gentium fuit) Dæmonum conſortes cen- 


ſerentur. Outram de Sacrif, Compare Biſhop Patrick 
on Exod. xxxiv. 13.5 3 
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all parallel one to another; or elſe the ar- 


. 
But it is ſaid e, That this argument of & 
© PavL muſt needs ſuppoſe a perfec? anabgy 


© between theſe three {the feaſt in the Idol 
* temples on the ſacrifice there offered up, 


. © the Jeuiſb feaſts on their Peace» 


and the Lord's Supper] and that they are 


< gument hath no ſtrength In like man- 
ner this writer we have to do with, blindly 
following his leader F, faith, * If the three 
« feaſts, Jewiſh, Pagan, and Chriſtian, had 
not one common nature, how could the A- 
© poltle have inferred, that this Intercommu- 
c nity was abſolutely inconſiſtent And what 
He means by one common nature he hath told 
us was, that the Lord's Supper is of the ſame 
kind entirely with their feaſts, i. e. facrificteh 
or feaſts upon @ ſacrifice. | ; 


On the contrary I affirm, that if there was 
an agreement between them in any one princi- 
pal circumſtance, without there being a geriet 
analogy between them in all points, or one com- 
mon nature throughout, that is ground ſufficignt 
for a compariſon between them, and for St. 
Paul's argument founded ther : nor is 
there any the leaſt neceſſity, in order to make 
the Apoſtle's argument compleat, to ſuppoſe 
the Lord's Supper conſidered by him as a feat 
on 4 ſacriſce; for the taking it in * 
| " 8 . ay, 


Cudtoorth on the Lord's Supper, cap. iv. ſub fine. 
t Warburton, p. 50. | ; 
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only, as an ac of religiou 


in ke manner, as Ae r Bi e Prof in the 
Tdol temples was, 5 woul terpreted at 
leaſt to ber dn att es OUS bonoge 1 has 
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The a 'of the Mis Ukewile As 
not mean the nth any great, and ſpecial 
benefits thereby, ſuch as the pardon of fin, re- 
miſfion of cut and the like (for this was not 
in the leaſt intended by thoſe ſacrifices, of which 
the people were allowed to eat, or to Fra upon). 
but it Was a general act of communion and 
fellowſhip lin that 2vor ſhip, which the material 
oblation of the blood, &c. of the victim was a 
Jpectal rite of. Or in other words, it was a 
joining in the worſhip of that God, as I faid 
before, to whom the 2 Was dedicated; it 
was a public profeſſion of their being his ſervants 
and el e by this 5 they did 
recognize for their Lord and Maſter; nor was 
any benefit imagined to ariſe from hence, other 
than was common to every inftance of obe- 
dience, whether of a oy Fred Moral, or 
Civil nature. 1 | N 

In ne manner vhs the'A podle b faith 4, 
Ye cannot be 3 of the Lord's table, and 
the table of devils, his meaning is, ye cannot 
without great abſurdity pay the fame kind of 

D honoue 


* x Cor. x. 21. 


(26) 
benour to Dæmons or Idols, as ye do to Cheiſt; 
his meaning was not to ſpeak of the "1 
riſing, or ſuppoſed to ariſe from cithery \but 
to ſhew them the ally and iniquity of doing 
that, which could be interpreted as ng; othey, 
than a communicating in the worſhip of an Idal, 


or ſome inferior powers, when at the ſame 
time they deſired to be thought worſhippers of 


the ſupreme God, by partaking of the Jiord's 
97 7 e is no 1 therefors to ſup- 
poſe, theſe ſeveral feaſts to have one comman 
nature, any fartber — that they were ear of 
then inſtances of warſhip and bompge to that 
Being, who was particularly meant to be ho- 
noured by them: nor does it, I n 
appear in the leaſt from the co 

Paus draws between the Heatheniſh, eh 
and Chriſtian feaſts, that the Lord's Super an 
be of the nature of 2 feaſt on the Jacrifice;. 


Nay more | I do fay, chat St. Paus es 
wot lidar the Lord's Supper under the no- 
285 or as bay 8 9 

acrifice, without being guilty of ſelf-confre-. 
2 For St. Pauf hath told us, that % 
Chriſt died for the ungodly ; that he gave bim- 
ſelf for our fins; that he appeared to put away 
fin by the ſacrifice of himſelf ; and that he was 
Mered to bear the ſins of many. From which 
and many other paſlages 5 met with in the 
writings of St. PAvL it is plain, that the death 
of Chriſt upon the Croſs.v was always confided | 


by 


* Rom. v. 6; Gal, ke: Hibs its 26, 28. xiii. 11, 12. 


for fin, the bu 
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him to her. the nature of rhgſe ſacrifices 
by which 4ugs brought m— 
boly place to reconcile withal; and ti >, 
an —_ law was + forbidden to b 2 
2 4 Nat to repeat Tan I have dag 
A cee b. e ger it 
only ſacrifices which co ea upon by 
the owners of the ſacrifice, or thoſe in whoſe 
Ad it was offered, were Peace-offerings, by 
which no ſort of atanement or expiatian ws 
made, the were only common. afts of wor 
whereby tl did eee the Lord 
their Gd. 


* 
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And now upon a Review of the whole, what 
opinion muſt we entertain either of the abilities, 
i hongfty of this CELEBRATED TASTES, Ae for 

vam up, in pure ion to the 
pgs 2 this — n no- 
tion of the feaſt on the ſacrifice of the Croſs, and 
ſending it as a moſt uſeful and w | 
diſcovery he had made in the wide compaſs of 
his extenſive reading, without refleting on, or 
in the leaſt percerving its utter inconſiſtence with 
the word of God; or if he was ſenfible of this, 
for having dared to aſſert and publiſh it. But 
that ye may have always at hand a ſhort, an 


_ ealy, and a full confutation of his whole pom- 


fous blunder, give me leave to repeat, and to 
leave 1 ye this one 5 os e 
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+ Eevit. vi. 30. 


the more delightful view of it, as 


| (28) 
No  fin-offerings were Pe 
feaſted - ON by »thoſe, | in 6 
were offered. n 


But the death of Chriſt on the croſs was\h 
ſin-offering, offered in our behalf, * - © no 


Sicher dc A 


Therefore it cannot be feaſted on by us #1? 


we... A 212. 19 110 e677 11 Ras 
The late Dr. WATERLAND' hath endegyoure 
evade the force of this argument, in his Review of the 
dotirine of the Eucharift, &c. p. 450. by faying, © Thatout 
Lord was a Sin-offering and a Peace-offering both in n 
© (a ſort of ſacrifice! I believe, no where to be met with, 
but in his confuſed imagination) and that this is plainly 
taught by St. PAUL, Epheſ. v. 2. Chriſt hath given him- 
< ſelf for us an offering and à ſacrifite' to God; for A 
© 'SWEET-SMELLING/ SA YOUR.' And. faith he, If the 
facrifice of Chriſt be conſidered in the Euchariſt, under 
its moft comfortable, moſt endearing view, as a PEACE» 
OFFERING (not excluding other views] have we' 
reaſon to object againſt ſo wiſe, and ſo kind an inſtitu · 
tion? To repreſent the ſacrifice of Chriſt merely as a 
fſimoſfering, would be repreſenting nothing but the ner 
© lantholy and diſmal part of it, which had hot the fveet 
c _ the ſweet-ſmelling ſausur accompanying; it. Dr. 
* CupwoRTH's notion of a ſacrificial. feaſt goes upor 
. . ph to — 1 
© the Text before referred to. See here ! to what e 
treme lengths a violence of oppoſition will puſh men, for 
the ſake of ſerving a preſent turn! See here,! the orthodox 
Dr. Vaterland licking up ſome of the moft virulent ſputtle 
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of the SOCINIANS, in a work wrote ptofeſſedly to guard 


againſt, what he was pleaſed to ſtigmatize with the name 
of, SociNIAN prejudices. For this idle childiſh talk of 
his about the diſma/ and the delightful view, of Chiilt's 
death, proceeds upon the interpretation of a Socinian 
writer, who hath from this Text endeavoured to ſhew, 
that. the ſacrifice of Chriſt's death was herein conſidered 
by St. PAUL as no other than a Peace-offering, it being 
ſaid here to be for a ſweet-ſmelling ſayour, which N 


1 1 l 
— 


Hs 2! TE 
thinks be applied to an expiatory ſacrifice, or ſin-offering, 
in which there was not uſed any 77 23 
LEVITIcus iv. 31. ſpeaking expreſsly of a Stu-OHYHER- 
ING it is ſaid, Prigſ ſhall burn the fat the Altar 
for a SWEET SAVOUR unto the Lord, and the Prieſt ſhall 
make atonement for him, and it ſhall be forgiven him. 
Whereby alone it appears, that this Phraſe is not peculiar 
to PEACE-OFFERINGS; and therefore from hence not 
the leaſt ſhadow of a proof ariſes, . that the ſacrifice of 
Cbhriſt's Death was of the nature of a PRAck-OFTTERING. 
See likewiſe Dr. billy, and other Commentators on 
this Text. — There are ſeveral other very blameable par- 
ticulars in this piece of Dr. Vaterland: but let him reſt 
in his grave. — Though I cannot help juſt mentioning the 
ſtrange fatality attending many opponents to the Plain 
Account, who while op ee endeavouring to faſten, by 
forced interpretations, far-fetched conſequences, and per- 
petual miſrepreſentations, a ſuſpicion of Socinianiſm on 
the GREAT AUTHOR, have themſelves either directly 
alerted, or by ae T conſequence have implied, ſome 
diſtinguiſhing tenet of Socixus, or of his immediate fol- 
lawers, to be their real belief, or opinie 
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